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Abstract

This paper presents a novel decentralized autonomous organization (DAO) model leveraging non-fungible tokens
(NFTs) for advanced access control and privacy-preserving interactions within a Punishment not Reward (PnR)
blockchain framework. The proposed model introduces a dual NFT architecture: Membership NFTs (NFT4,1,)
for authentication and access control, and Interaction NFTs (NFT ;) for enabling private, encrypted interac-
tions among participants. Governance is enforced through smart contracts that manage reputation and administer
punitive measures, such as conditional identity disclosure. By prioritizing privacy, security, and deterrence over
financial rewards, this model addresses key challenges in existing blockchain incentive structures, paving the way
for more sustainable and decentralized governance frameworks.
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1. Introduction

As blockchain technology has evolved over the last
15 years, numerous innovations have emerged. From
the initial ‘killer app’ Bitcoin [[1], powered by the
Proof of Work (PoW) consensus mechanism, we have
seen the advent of decentralized autonomous organi-
zations (DAOs), non-fungible tokens (NFTs), decen-
tralized finance (DeFi), the Metaverse, Layer 2 solu-
tions, modular chains, and even recent developments
in Bitcoin scripting ecosystems like Ordinals [2] and
the Lightning Network. Blockchain technology is in-
creasingly being adopted by individuals, developers,
and even nations, transforming various aspects of our
lives. A DAO is one of the most significant branches
of blockchain implementation, suitable for groups of
people or organizations, allowing them to govern dis-
tributed activities on an immutable, transparent, and
always ready network without the need for exten-
sive platform preparation, implementation, and test-
ing. This brings significant benefits by enabling par-
ticipants to operate on established platforms such as
Ethereum and its Layer 2 solutions.

DAOs have evolved significantly, particularly with
the emergence of platforms like Ethereum that support
on-chain self-executing code known as “smart con-
tracts.” A DAO is an online governance structure cre-
ated by several smart contracts, which facilitate trans-
parent operations and feature-rich management of par-
ticipants on a tested blockchain platform. The con-
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cept of the DAO has gone through several stages.
The first DAO was launched in April 2016 as a to-
ken sale [3]. At that time, “The DAO” referred to
a specific organization, but as more chains were cre-
ated to support DAOs and their applications diversi-
fied—such as DAOs for DeFi and governance (e.g.,
Arbitrum DAO)—the term DAO has since acquired a
broader context.

DAOs have emerged as a transformative gover-
nance paradigm underpinned by blockchain technol-
ogy. However, effectively balancing incentives and
disincentives within DAOs remains an open challenge.
Conventional reward-dominant designs risk encourag-
ing misconduct, volatility, and wealth concentration.

Although DAOs help us achieve transparency and
secure management practices, most are motivated and
maintained by governance tokens. With increasing
regulatory scrutiny, it is essential to explore alternative
mechanisms to balance regulation. We propose that an
NFT-based DAO is an ideal approach to avoid specu-
lation and comply with regulatory requirements.

Similar to collectibles like baseball cards, NFTs are
considered unique and transferable assets on-chain.
The first popular NFT collection was CryptoKitties [4],
which caused a significant slowdown on the Ethereum
chain, ultimately driving the development of Layer 2
solutions for Ethereum. Many companies are now
moving their intellectual property on-chain, with no-
table examples including NBA Top Shot [3] and the
Bored Ape Yacht Club [6]. NFTs are well-suited for
on-chain gaming, inspiring the Metaverse, and serving
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as digital collectibles. Crucially, they can also be used
as proof of participation and tools for access control.

Integrating NFT-based access control introduces
new possibilities for strengthening DAO architectures.
Specifically, NFTs can serve as Sybil-resistant iden-
tity and permission certificates for authorized par-
ticipants. Despite their promising capabilities, re-
search into disincentive-focused, privacy-preserving
DAO frameworks leveraging NFT authentication is
still in its infancy.

We investigate the “Punishment not Reward” (PnR)
paradigm [7]] as an exemplar of a disincentive-centric
architecture realized through a combination of NFT
authentication, zero-knowledge proofs, and selective
identity disclosure powered by Ethereum. The PnR
model aims to discourage detrimental behavior by
binding identities to the loss of reputation rather than
relying on continuous remuneration. Our analysis as-
sesses the viability of designing cryptographically en-
forced DAO rules that punish violations without com-
promising participant privacy. Although privacy risks
associated with permissionless blockchains have be-
come a major concern for individuals and institutions
[8l], by distributing NFTs fairly and preserving pri-
vacy, we can address membership issues for the PnR
blockchain architecture.

We propose a purely on-chain solution for the PnR
blockchain, utilizing the DAO management structure
and NFTs as access control and membership tools to
solve incentive issues. With the proven security fea-
tures of Layer 2 blockchain technology, this solution
can be implemented at a low cost without the need
for extensive DevOps training, server establishment,
or developer overhead. It operates on a permission-
less blockchain supported by millions of participants
worldwide, available 24/7.

The contributions of this work include:

e Identifying a low-cost implementation of a PnR
DAO model for Layer2 blockchain, utilizing NFT
authentication to provide a prototype for the PnR
blockchain architecture.

e Proposing an on-chain commitment scheme to
conceal and, when necessary, revoke the real ID
associated with a participant’s wallet address, en-
hancing privacy and accountability.

e Conducting a comprehensive analysis of Per-
missionless (PES) and Permissioned (PED)
blockchain systems to identify the current lowest
cost of implementation.

This paper explores the intersections between DAO
design, incentive mechanisms, and privacy-preserving
cryptography, presenting an instantiation of these
concepts through an NFT-authenticated, disincentive-
focused DAO model. We posit that the PnR archetype

demonstrates the potential for sustainable DAO archi-
tectures founded on deterrence rather than rewards. To
aid the understanding of the terms and abbreviations
used throughout this paper, we provide a notation table
below (Table[T).

Table 1: Notation Table

Abbreviation  Description

DE Decentralized

CE Centralized

NFT Non-Fungible Token

PnR Punishment not Reward

DAO Decentralized Autonomous Organization
L2 Layer 2

zkKEVM Zero-Knowledge Ethereum Virtual Machine
PoS Proof of Stake

PoW Proof of Work

PBFT Practical Byzantine Fault Tolerance
CBDC Central Bank Digital Currency

PES Permissionless Blockchain

PED Permissioned Blockchain

CM Consensus Mechanism

2. Related Work

2.1. PnR (Punishment not Reward)

The main concept of PnR (Punishment not Reward)
[[7] is to use a completely different (dis)incentive mech-
anism, rather than issuing a coin, which can trig-
ger speculation or regulation issues. PnR disincen-
tives include denial of service and revocation of user
anonymity. These cause the potential loss of reputa-
tion of individual participants rather than of the orga-
nization as a whole. The incentive structure within the
PnR model is encapsulated by the following inequal-
ity (which presumes some method of quantifying the
quantities mentioned):

Los Sreputation > Gaincheating (D

This mathematical representation ensures that the fear
of reputational damage significantly outweighs any po-
tential gains from system manipulation, thereby en-
couraging compliance.

2.2. Blockchain platforms

We can divide all Blockchains into two parts: Per-
missioned and Permissionless Blockchains. Hyper-
ledger Fabric [9] and Ethereum are the top widely
used chains by participants and also developers in
each of those categories. Blockchain platforms are
experiencing rapid growth, with various platforms fo-
cusing on different aspects such as privacy preserva-
tion (zkEVM), cost-efficiency (L2), modularity, and
enterprise-level solutions like Hyperledger Fabric. The
key characteristics of the two kinds are:



Table 2: Comparative Analysis of Blockchains

Chains Ethereum Polygon Hyperledger  Private Chain  Arbitrum
Type PES, DE PES, DE PED, CE PED, CE PES, DE
Security Level High High Moderate Moderate High
Transaction Fee High Low Low Low Low
Operational Expenditure® Low Low High Substantial Low

Ease of Implementation Moderate Moderate High Extensive Moderate
Large Institutions Involvement  Yes Yes Yes Yes® Yes
Transaction Speed Moderate High Rapid Rapid High
Regulatory Status In Process In Process Regulated Regulated In Process
Scalability Moderate High Moderate Limited High

CM*¢ Proof of Stake!  Proof of Stake ~ Pluggable® Custom Proof of Stake
Developer Community Extensive Growing Moderate Limited Growing

# Server, Maintenance, Energy, Development etc.
® Primarily for CBDCs

¢ Consensus Mechanism

4 Transitioned from PoW to PoS

¢ e.g.,, PBFT

e Permissioned Blockchains: Need to set up nodes
and servers, lack of decentralization, higher cost
at the start, and no fee for transactions.

e Permissionless Blockchains: Proven by many
devs and millions of nodes, decentralized and no
additional fees except gas fees.

Selecting the most suitable blockchain platform for the
PnR DAO is crucial to ensure optimal performance,
security, and scalability. We have analyzed the most
widely adopted blockchain platforms by both users and
developers and present a comparative overview in Ta-
ble[2] Based on our analysis, EVM-based L2 platforms
emerge as the most favorable choice for our PnR DAO
implementation, offering a combination of high trans-
action speed, reliability, developer-friendly tools, and
cost-effectiveness.

After careful comparison, and as shown in Table E],
we notice that Layer 2 chains have low cost, balanced
security due to the connection with the main Ethereum
chain, and easier development. So for our DAO, we
implement the Layer2 chain. The costs involved, such
as they are, have become even lower due to the recent
and continued updates of Ethereum like The Dencun
Upgrade.

Table 3: Transaction Costs in USD

Chain Send Execute Total
Ethereum  $130.00 $1,290.00  $1,420.00
Polygon $1.30 $13.00 $14.30
Arbitrum $4.00 $40.00 $44.00

2.3. Incentives and Disincentives of Blockchain

Effectively incentivizing participation while deter-
ring misconduct is pivotal for decentralized ecosys-
tems. However, poorly calibrated models risk enabling

attack vectors or hampering adoption. A systemic
perspective recognizing user motivations is essential
when engineering robust tokenomic designs. Recent
research highlights the importance of integrating in-
centive mechanisms within blockchain architectures to
enhance user engagement and maintain network in-
tegrity.

A study of blockchain-based collaborative edge
computing discusses the significance of incentives in
optimizing resource allocation and enhancing system
utility while minimizing task latency [10]. Simi-
larly, blockchain and distributed ledger technology
(DLT) have been recognized for their potential to rev-
olutionize various sectors, including healthcare, by
providing enhanced security, transparency, and re-
duced administrative overhead [11]. Additionally,
a systematic review of blockchain research empha-
sizes the critical role of economic incentives in fos-
tering sustainable adoption across different industries
[12]. These insights underscore the necessity of well-
structured incentives and disincentives to foster sus-
tainable blockchain ecosystems.

Table [] presents an illustrative overview of vari-
ous incentives and disincentives commonly used in
blockchain systems. As highlighted in Table [ to-
kenomic tactics leverage both intrinsic and extrinsic
incentives across engagement, reputation, and gover-
nance dimensions. Loyalty rewards reflect sustained
contributions while milestone privileges incentivize
activities tied to roadmap objectives without fueling
short-term speculation. Importantly, deterrence effects
are structured to outweigh potential gains from mali-
cious conduct.

2.4. DAO and NFT

Decentralization is based on a set of different roles
and automated tasks adopted by the P2P commu-
nity for validating, governance, and decision-making.



Table 4: Types of Incentives and Disincentives in Blockchain

Type of Incentive/Disincentive

Description

Financial Rewards
Transaction Fee Incentives
Governance Participation
Token Appreciation
Network Utility

NFT Airdrop

Cosmos Staking Airdrop
Developers Airdrop

Referral Programs
Loyalty Programs
Milestone Events

Mining returns, staking rewards, and token appreciation.

Priority processing based on higher transaction fees paid by users.

Voting rights are earned through holding native tokens.

Benefits from an increase in the value of the native token over time.

Use of native tokens for specific features within the blockchain network.
Additional tokens distributed to NFT holders during airdrop campaigns.

Rewards for staking native tokens to secure the Cosmos network.

Token rewards for developers contributing to the development of the blockchain
ecosystem.

Rewards for bringing new participants to the network.

Rewards for consistent usage and engagement within the blockchain platform.
Special rewards or incentives are given during significant achievements or mile-

stones.
DeFi Participation
POAP (Proof of Attendance Protocol)
Community Challenges

Rewards from participating in decentralized financial activities.
Tokens are given as proof of attendance at events or milestones.
Incentives for participating in challenges or competitions within the community.

These automated tasks are based on DAO smart con-
tracts and are encoded in the blockchain protocol [13]].
DAOs also include other roles and tasks based on au-
tonomous off-chain human interactions, mainly collec-
tive decision-making and voting [14]]. To understand
how these decentralized organizations perform, we fo-
cus on the main roles and tasks of DAOs.

Our proposed DAO prototype, based on the PnR ar-
chitecture [7], aims to foster community alignment and
sustainability through a recalibrated balance of incen-
tives and disincentives. By foregoing direct financial
rewards, speculative behavior is discouraged while still
promoting contributions core to the ecosystem.

DAOs are expected to overturn the traditional hierar-
chical management model and significantly reduce or-
ganizations’ costs related to communication, manage-
ment, and collaboration [13]]. For instance, platforms
like Aragon, DigixDAO, and Steemit have showcased
the potential of DAOs in various domains, highlighting
the efficiency and transparency of smart contract-based
governance [3].

Non-fungible tokens (NFTs) represent unique digi-
tal assets on blockchain platforms, enabling proof of
ownership and authenticity for a wide range of items,
from digital art to real estate. The ERC-721 and
ERC-1155 standards are central to the utility and in-
novation of NFTs, facilitating the creation and trad-
ing of these digital assets on the Ethereum blockchain
[15L[16]. ERC-721 pioneered the creation of NFTs, al-
lowing each token to be unique and indivisible, making
them suitable for use cases such as digital art and col-
lectibles. ERC-1155, on the other hand, introduced a
more versatile approach, enabling a single contract to
manage multiple token types, including both fungible
and non-fungible assets.

In our proposed DAO model, ERC-721 NFTs
(NFT ) are used for authentication and access con-

trol. Each NFT,,;, is unique and linked to a partici-
pant’s wallet address, serving as a proof of member-
ship within the DAO. The structure of an ERC-721
NFT includes:

e A unique Token ID

Metadata with the owner’s public key and role
e Ownership mapping to wallet addresses
¢ A URI linking to off-chain metadata stored on IPFS

Specifically, the metadata for NFT,,, includes attributes
such as:

e The participant’s role within the DAO (e.g., general
user, service provider, arbitrator)

o Public key for verification
e Join date

For private transactions within the DAO, ERC-1155 NFTs
(NFT ) are utilized, allowing efficient handling of multiple
token types. The structure of an ERC-1155 NFT includes:

e Token ID

o The balances mapping

e Metadata about the private transaction
o A URI for off-chain metadata details
The metadata for NFT,,;, includes:

o Participants’ wallet addresses

e Service amount

e Deadline for service completion

Payment type (typically a regulated stablecoin)
e Specific conditions or requirements for the transaction

Research shows that using NFTs as authentication tools in
DAOs can significantly enhance security and privacy. For ex-
ample, NFTs have been proposed for secure membership au-
thentication and access control, ensuring that only authorized
participants can engage in DAO activities [[15]. These func-
tionalities are pivotal in preventing Sybil attacks and main-
taining a robust governance structure.



However, several gaps remain. Existing NFT-DAO imple-
mentations often face challenges related to scalability, gas
costs, and the integration of advanced privacy-preserving
techniques. Our proposed system addresses these gaps by
leveraging zero-knowledge proofs and selective identity dis-
closure, enhancing both privacy and scalability within the
DAO framework [17].

In our model, NFTs serve a dual role: as a means of au-
thentication and as a medium for securely carrying data. This
approach enhances the security and privacy of DAO opera-
tions while leveraging blockchain technology’s inherent ben-
efits—immutability, transparency, and decentralization. By
integrating NFT's with advanced access control mechanisms,
we aim to address current challenges in incentive models and
establish a more balanced, secure, and efficient framework
for decentralized governance.

2.5. Privacy preservation techniques

Due to the transparent nature of permissionless
Blockchains, especially EVM, privacy concerns are a top
priority. In [8], various techniques to improve blockchain
privacy are discussed.

Public Key Encryption for Private Interactions To facilitate
private trading interactions between participants (P;) in the
DAO system, public key cryptography mechanisms can be
adopted. Specifically, the RSA algorithm allows two parties
to securely exchange messages encrypted with public keys
(pk;) that can only be decrypted using the corresponding pri-
vate keys (sk;).

Formally, each DAO member with a wallet address (w;)
and private key (sk;) has an associated public key (pk;) gen-
erated using a one-way function f:

pki = f(sk) @

To trade an NFT, buyer B with public key pkg encrypts a
payment message m as:

¢ = Ep (m) 3)

where E represents asymmetric encryption and S is the
seller. ¢ is sent on-chain. Seller S can decrypt this using
private key sky:

m = Dy () “

By embedding public keys into NFT metadata instead
of transacting openly, privacy is enhanced. nThe RSA
algorithm secures messages against brute-force attacks. This
allows private order information to be shared selectively
between parties while an NFT transfer occurs publicly as an
anonymized transaction.

Commitment Schemes for Identity Management Commit-
ment schemes also present a privacy-preserving technique
for managing identities in the DAO. A cryptographic com-
mitment C; to an attribute x; binds an entity to the attribute
value without revealing it. Blockchain and commitment
schemes can be an approach to protect critical data like
healthcare records [18]. In our model, commitment schemes
can be used to hide the real identity of the participants.

For member identities, the following property enables a
private committment to a real-world identity /;:

C; = com(l;;r;) 5)

where r; introduces randomness to mask /;. Later, the com-
mitment C; can be opened to prove identity ownership.

Commitments are useful before voting to punish members
by revealing their identities. Once an adequate number of
votes is reached, the committed value is unveiled. This pre-
serves privacy while ensuring that misbehaving members can
ultimately be deanonymized if required.

The integration of commitment schemes into the DAO de-
sign enables this flexible identity management mechanism.

3. Proposed DAO Model

3.1. User Onboarding

In the onboarding process, each participant U; joins the
DAO by generating a unique wallet address and authenticat-
ing their identity through a decentralized KYC (DKYC) pro-
cedure. This process ensures that only verified participants
can mint their NFT,,,, token and gain access to the DAO’s
functionalities. Let U = {U,, U,, ..., U,} be the set of n par-
ticipants seeking to join the DAO. Each participant U; gen-
erates a wallet address represented by their public key PK;
and a corresponding private key S K;. The public key serves
as the participant’s pseudonymous identifier within the DAO,
while the private key is used to sign transactions and prove
ownership of the wallet address.

The real identity of each participant U; is denoted as ID;,
which is not directly linked to their wallet address PK; on-
chain to maintain privacy. The mapping between the real
identities and wallet addresses is represented as:

PK; = genPK(ID;) 6)

where ID; corresponds to the real identity of participant U;.

To authenticate the real identities of participants, a decen-
tralized KYC process is used. The DKYC procedure is a
function that verifies the real identity /D; of participant U;
and returns a boolean value indicating the success of the ver-
ification:

1, ID; is verified
DKYC(D;) = . ) (7)
0, ID; is not verified

The DKYC process can be implemented using various tech-
niques, such as zero-knowledge proofs (ZKPs) or secure
multi-party computation (MPC), to ensure the privacy and
security of the participants’ real identities during the verifi-
cation process. Once a participant U; successfully completes
the DKYC process, they can interact with the DAO’s smart
contract to mint their NFT,,, token. The minting process is
represented by the function:

NFT‘Zj[h = MintNFT 4, (PK;, DKYC(ID;)) ()

where NF TZ{‘M is the NFT,,;, token minted for participant
U;, and MintNFT,,, is the smart contract function that mints
the token based on the participant’s public key PK; and the
result of the DKYC verification.

The NFT,,;, token serves as the participant’s access pass
to the DAO and is stored in their wallet. The smart contract
maintains a mapping between the wallet addresses and the
minted NFT,,, tokens:

NFT = {PK; = NFT"!

auth’*

.. PK, > NFT!"} (9)



where NF ngth is the NFT,,;, token minted for participant
U;. To remove a participant from the DAO, the smart contract
includes a function RemoveMember that burns the partici-
pant’s NFT,,,, token and revokes their access rights. The re-
moval process is triggered by a governance mechanism, such
as a vote among the DAO members, to ensure decentralized

decision-making.

3.2. Governance

The governance mechanism in the PnR DAO plays a cru-
cial role in balancing incentives and managing participants
through the implementation of a Denial of Service (DoS)
feature. The DAO can be viewed as a consortium of service
providers, where participants holding NFT,,,, tokens are en-
titled to receive services and actively engage within the com-
munity.

To achieve the DoS functionality in the PnR DAO, the
RemoveMember function is utilized. When a participant U;
is identified as a Sybil account or violates the DAQO’s rules,
any member of the DAO can initiate a proposal to remove
the offending participant. The proposal includes setting a
quorum threshold, typically 50% or 65%, which determines
the minimum number of votes required for the proposal to
pass.

Let Pfle",,,,,v,_, denote the proposal to remove participant U;
from the DAO. The proposal is represented as:

PYi (Ui, O, T) (10)

where Q is the quorum threshold and 7 is the deadline for
the voting process.

All members holding NFT,,;, tokens are eligible to vote
on the proposal. The voting process is a function that takes
the proposal Pff,,’,,,m and the votes cast by the members as
input and returns the decision:

L 2 Viz0n

M (11)
O, Zj:l Vj< Qn

Vote(P gy V) = {
where V = {V|, V,,...,V,} represents the votes cast by the
n members, with V; = 1 indicating a vote in favor of the
proposal and V; = 0 indicating a vote against the proposal.

If the number of votes in favor of the proposal reaches
or exceeds the quorum threshold Q by the deadline 7', the
proposal is considered approved. The DAO smart contract
then automatically executes the RemoveMember function to
remove the offending participant U; from the DAO:

1, Vote(Primpes V) = 1

12
0, Vote(Pioe, V) =0 (12

RemoveMember(U;) = {

Upon successful removal, the participant’s NFT,,,;, token is
burned, revoking their access rights and privileges within the
DAO.

To further enhance the governance structure, each NFT
token includes role metadata that specifies the participant’s
role within the DAO. Roles can include general user, service
provider, service buyer, arbitrator, and more. Participants can
claim their roles based on predefined criteria set by the DAO.

To prevent removed participants from rejoining the DAO
or transferring their NFT,,,, tokens to other identities, the
concept of soulbound tokens (SBTs) can be used. SBTs are

non-transferable tokens that are permanently bound to a spe-
cific identity. By making the NFT,,,;, tokens soulbound, the
DAO ensures that removed participants cannot regain access
to the DAO’s services and privileges.

Compared to the traditional decision-making process, the
DAO structure is fast, cost-efficient, and transparent.

3.3. Commitment Schemes to Revoke Anonymity

Commitment schemes provide a robust method to manage
identity privacy within the DAO while allowing for identity
revocation when necessary. A cryptographic commitment C;
to an attribute x; binds an entity to the attribute value without
revealing it. This approach can be leveraged to protect criti-
cal data and can be adapted for identity management within
a DAO [18].

For member identities, this property allows privately com-
mitting to a real-world identity 1D;:

C; = com(ID;; r;) (13)

where r; introduces randomness to mask /D;. Later, C; can
be opened to prove identity ownership.

Commitments are useful before voting to punish mem-
bers by revealing their identities. Once an adequate num-
ber of votes is reached, the committed value is forcibly un-
veiled. This preserves privacy while ensuring that misbehav-
ing members can ultimately be deanonymized if required.

The integration of commitment schemes into the DAO
model enables this flexible identity management mechanism.

3.4. Private Transactions

Within the PnR DAO, participants can engage in transac-
tions, deals, or other on-chain activities. When privacy is
required, they can utilize a smart contract associated with the
DAO called servicePrivateDeal.

To initiate a private deal, two or more participants mint
an NFT,;, token using the servicePrivateDeal smart con-
tract. The minting process involves providing the following
information:

o Participants involved in the deal (Py, P,, ..., P,)

e Service amount (S)

e Deadline for service completion (D)

e Payment type (T), typically a regulated stablecoin

The NFT,,, token represents the service deal, similar to lig-
uidity NFTs in many DeFi applications. The buyer deposits
the payment amount to the servicePrivateDeal smart con-
tract, which holds the funds in escrow until the service is
completed. The service provider performs the agreed-upon
service and marks it as completed in the servicePrivateDeal
before the specified deadline. If the service is completed sat-
isfactorily and on time, the buyer confirms the completion,
and the payment is released to the service provider. However,
if the service is not completed or not satisfactory, the buyer
can initiate a dispute resolution process within the DAO. The
dispute resolution involves the following steps:

1. The buyer initiates a dispute by providing the NFT,;,
token and their identity.

2. The DAO members conduct a voting process to deter-
mine the outcome of the dispute.



3. If the voting result favors the buyer, the payment is re-
funded to the buyer, and the service provider may face
penalties such as a reputation loss or temporary suspen-
sion from the DAO.

4. If the voting result favors the service provider, the pay-
ment is released to the service provider.

The servicePrivate Deal smart contract ensures that the funds
are held securely in escrow during the deal process. The
use of NFT,,, tokens provides a unique identifier for each
private deal, enabling easy tracking and management of the
deal lifecycle. The dispute resolution process leverages the
decentralized governance mechanism of the PnR DAO, al-
lowing the community to collectively decide on the out-
come of disputes. This approach ensures fairness and trans-
parency in the resolution of conflicts arising from private
deals. By incorporating privacy-preserving mechanisms and
adecentralized dispute-resolution process, the PnR DAO cre-
ates a trusted environment for participants to engage in pri-
vate deals. The servicePrivateDeal smart contract and the
NFT,,; tokens work together to facilitate secure and con-
fidential transactions while maintaining the integrity of the
system.

The private deal mechanism in the PnR DAO demon-
strates the potential of combining blockchain technology,
smart contracts, and decentralized governance to enable
secure and efficient transactions within a privacy-focused
ecosystem. It showcases the flexibility and adaptability of
the PnR DAO model in accommodating various use cases
and requirements, including the need for confidentiality in
specific deals or transactions.

3.5. Dispute Resolution and Arbitration

A crucial aspect of the PnR DAO is its dispute resolution
mechanism, which ensures fairness and transparency in re-
solving conflicts. When a dispute arises, it is essential to
have a structured process to address grievances and ensure
that all parties are treated equitably. The dispute resolution
process involves the following steps:

1. Initiation: The aggrieved party initiates the dispute res-
olution process by submitting a formal complaint to the
DAO, providing details of the dispute and any relevant
evidence.

2. Mediation: The DAO members attempt to mediate the
dispute, encouraging the parties to reach a mutually ac-
ceptable resolution through discussion and negotiation.

3. Voting: If mediation fails, the dispute is put to a vote
among the DAO members. Each member reviews the
evidence and casts their vote on the resolution of the
dispute.

4. Enforcement: The outcome of the vote is enforced by
the DAO’s smart contracts. If the vote favors the ag-
grieved party, appropriate actions are taken, such as re-
funding payments, penalizing the offending party, or
revoking access rights.

This structured approach to dispute resolution ensures that
conflicts are addressed promptly and fairly, maintaining the
integrity of the PnR DAO ecosystem.

4. Evaluation and Future Work

In this section, as shown in Figure[I] we evaluate the pro-
posed DAO model based on the Punishment not Reward
(PnR) paradigm. The evaluation focuses on several key as-
pects, including the effectiveness of the governance mecha-
nism, the robustness of the privacy preservation techniques,
and the overall feasibility of the model in real-world applica-
tions.

4.1. Evaluation Methodology

We adopt a qualitative approach to evaluate the proposed
model. Our methodology includes a literature review, the-
oretical analysis, comparative analysis, and outlining po-
tential simulation studies. The literature review analyzes
recent works in blockchain governance, privacy-preserving
techniques, and DAO implementations to understand current
trends and challenges. The theoretical analysis assesses the
proposed mechanisms to ensure they align with the goals of
the PnR model. The comparative analysis highlights the ad-
vantages of the proposed model over existing models and
identifies potential gaps. Although this paper does not in-
clude actual code implementation, we propose simulation
studies involving a blockchain testnet to create a DAO with a
set number of participants, simulating various scenarios such
as participant misconduct, and observing the outcomes.

4.2. Governance and Privacy Mechanisms

The governance mechanism in the PnR DAO balances in-
centives and manages participants through the Denial of Ser-
vice (DoS) feature and revocation of anonymity. The use of
NFT-based authentication and DKYC (Decentralized Know
Your Customer) ensures that participants are real entities
with verifiable identities, significantly reducing the risk of
Sybil attacks. The proposal to remove a participant is based
on a quorum threshold and is decided through a decentralized
voting process, ensuring fairness and transparency.

For privacy preservation, public key encryption and com-
mitment schemes are used. The RSA algorithm allows se-
cure exchange of messages between participants by embed-
ding public keys into NFT metadata, enhancing privacy and
ensuring that trading interactions remain confidential. Cryp-
tographic commitment schemes enable participants to com-
mit to their identities securely. The committed value can be
revealed if necessary, ensuring that identities can be verified
without being exposed prematurely. This balances privacy
and accountability, fostering trust within the DAO.

4.3. Airdrops and Sybil Detection

The PnR monitoring service plays a critical role in main-
taining the integrity of the DAO by collecting open data, cre-
ating milestone events, and comparing interactions to build
a dataset that helps in identifying and avoiding Sybil ac-
counts. By continuously monitoring participant behavior and
engagement, the PnR monitoring service ensures that only
genuine participants benefit from the DAO’s activities and
resources.

Airdrops have evolved significantly since their inception.
Initially, users needed only to submit an address or email to
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Figure 1: Overview of the PnR DAO Model

receive rewards. As decentralized finance (DeFi) grew, air-
drops began to require the provision of liquidity in DeFi pro-
tocols to earn rewards. With the emergence of Layer 2 solu-
tions, airdrops have further evolved to necessitate interaction
within the ecosystem of a blockchain, such as engaging in
various activities across the chain.

This evolution of airdrops has seen participants shift from
casual users to professional farmers and “baggers” who spe-
cialize in exploiting these opportunities. As a result, identi-
fying and mitigating bad behaviors has become increasingly
complex. Many projects, including Arbitrum, Hop, Lay-
erZero, and zkSync, have begun collaborating with on-chain
analytics companies like Nansen to detect Sybil attacks and
fraudulent activities.

To address these evolving challenges, the PnR DAO uses
data from the monitoring service to identify repeatable be-
haviors and minimize the impact of Sybil accounts. By ana-
lyzing patterns and interactions on-chain, the system can flag
suspicious activities, providing a more robust solution to de-
tect and deter malicious behavior.

4.4. Comparative Analysis and Future Work

In comparison to existing DAO models, such as those
based on Aragon or MolochDAO, our model focuses on pun-
ishment mechanisms instead of rewards, reducing specula-
tive behavior and aligning the interests of participants to-
wards the long-term sustainability of the DAO. Our approach
provides a higher level of privacy through the use of ad-

vanced cryptographic techniques like ZKPs and commitment
schemes.

Future work involves implementing the proposed model
on a blockchain platform and conducting extensive testing to
validate its effectiveness. Further research is needed to assess
the scalability of the model, particularly in large-scale DAOs
with thousands of participants. Exploring additional privacy-
preserving techniques, such as homomorphic encryption and
secure multi-party computation, could further enhance the
model.

The PnR DAO model offers a novel approach to decen-
tralized governance that can be applied to various sectors, in-
cluding education, healthcare, and professional services. By
integrating advanced cryptographic techniques, the model
enhances privacy and security, addressing major concerns in
blockchain ecosystems. This work demonstrates the poten-
tial for sustainable DAO architectures founded on deterrence
rather than rewards, paving the way for more secure and eq-
uitable decentralized ecosystems.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we have proposed a novel privacy-preserving
NFT-authenticated DAO model for Punishment not Reward
(PnR) blockchain archetecture. The model leverages a dual
NFT architecture, consisting of NFT,,, for access control
and NFT,,; for private deals, to ensure secure and confiden-
tial transactions within the DAO ecosystem. The integration



of advanced cryptographic techniques, such as public key en-
cryption and commitment schemes, enhances the privacy and
security of participant identities and interactions.

The proposed governance mechanism, based on NFT
stake-weighted voting and decentralized decision-making,
enables efficient and transparent management of the DAO.
The ability to remove malicious participants through the
RemoveMember function and the use of soulbond tokens
(SBTs) to prevent rejoining attacks demonstrate the robust-
ness and resilience of the model. However, there are several
open issues and challenges that require further investigation.
One critical aspect is the conditions for triggering punitive
actions, such as identity disclosure. Developing clear and
fair criteria for initiating such actions is essential to main-
tain the balance between privacy and accountability within
the DAO. Additionally, the potential for malicious partici-
pants to create new identities and rejoin the DAO after being
removed (rejoin issues) needs to be addressed through more
sophisticated identity management techniques.

Another important consideration is the reliance on trusted
third parties for certain functions, such as decentralized KYC
(DKYC) processes. While the use of zero-knowledge proofs
(ZKPs) and secure multi-party computation (MPC) can mit-
igate some of the trust requirements, further research is
needed to develop fully decentralized and trustless solutions.
Despite these challenges, the proposed PnR DAO model rep-
resents a significant step toward building privacy-preserving
and sustainable blockchain-based organizations. The combi-
nation of NFT-based authentication, privacy-enhancing tech-
niques, and decentralized governance mechanisms offers a
promising framework for future decentralized applications.

Future work could focus on implementing and evaluating
the proposed model in real-world scenarios, exploring the
scalability and performance aspects, and conducting more
rigorous security and privacy analyses. Additionally, investi-
gating the integration of advanced privacy technologies, such
as zero-knowledge proofs and secure multi-party computa-
tion, could further enhance the privacy guarantees of the sys-
tem.

In conclusion, the privacy-preserving NFT-authenticated
DAO model presented in this paper contributes to the
development of secure, transparent, and self-governing
blockchain-based organizations. By prioritizing privacy, se-
curity, and deterrence over financial rewards, the proposed
model paves the way for more sustainable and equitable de-
centralized ecosystems.
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